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independent Broadcasting Company
Past Office Box 1710

Springtield, Missouri 65801.1716
(417) 8821010

Eftis Shook, Vice President
General Manages

June 3, 1996

The Hon. Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 832
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Ms. Ness:

I am worried that FCC is considering altering its “right to reject” rules to permit networks to bind
affiliates to contracts preventing so called “economic preemptions”. I strongly oppose this
shortsighted proposal and urge you to reject it. The proposed change would permit the networks to
drastically limit the programs that an affiliste may preempt. The problem is not so much the
number of hours pre-empted but the absolute control. For example, my agreement with the
network provides for a certain maximum number of hours of preemption per year. However, under
the proposed change when pressure is applied to affiliates, I believe their inevitable response will
be to scale back drasnatically on preemptions of ali kinds -~ even public interest preemptions like
debetes and public affairs. If affilistes are forced by this proposed new rule to plesd a “public
interest” case for every preemption, affiliates will simply be unable to choose programming most
suitable for our community. The networks can and do exert unbelievable pressure.

I urge you ngt to break what is working. In reality, it is working. Only the networks may be

complaining because they naturally would like to have absolute control. Who wouldn’t? Also, this

rule is really about the TV industry and local stations, not network control. [ would urge the
Commission not to do anything which erodes the attempt of a local station to be involved in
localism and serving the local community. If there is a problem, please tell us about it so that we
can address that. . .

I urge you not to change the rule on “right to reject”.

Sincerely,

Ellis Shook

General Manager

ES:bg

bec: Kurt Wimmer

@ A css Attiliate
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NOLR 10

independant Broadcasting Company
Post Office Box 1716

Springfieid, Missouri 85801-1716
(417) 862-1010

Eilis Shook, Vice Presidant
General Manager

June 3, 1996

The Hon. James H. Quello, Commissioner
Federsl Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Mr. Quello:

I am worried that FCC is coosidering altering its “right to reject” rules to permit networks to bind
affiliates to contracts preventing so called “economic preemptions”. 1 strongly oppose this
shortsighted proposal and urge you to reject it. The proposed change would permit the networks to
drastically limit the programs that an affiliate may preempt. The problem is not so much the
number of hours pre-empted but the absolute coatrol. For example, my agresment with the
network provides for a certain maximum number of hours of presmption per year. However, under
the proposed change when pressure is applied to affiliates, I believe their inevitable response will
be to scale back dramatically on preemptions of all kinds — even public interest preempticns like
debates and public affairs. If affiliates are foroed by this proposed new rule to plead a “public
interest” case for every preemption, affiliates will simply be unable to choose programming most
suitable for our community. The networks can and do exert unbelievable pressure.

I urge you pot to break what is working. In reality, it is working. Only the networks may be
complaining because they naturally would like to have absolute control. Who wouldn't? Also, this
rule is really about the TV industry and local stations, not network control. 1 would urge the
Commission not to do anything which erodes the attempt of a local station to be involved in
localism and serving the local community. If there is a problem, pleass tell us about it so that we
can address that.

I urge you not to change the rule on “right to reject”.

Sincerely,

Ellis Shook

General Manager

ES:bg

. bee: Kurt Wimmer
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WIHG « P.O. BOX 2349 « PANAMA CITY, FLORIDA 32402 904-234-21250“
JOHN L. RAY

PRESIDENT / GENERAL MANAGER

May 30, 1996

The Hon. Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
The Hon. James H. Queiio, Susen Ness

and Rachelie B. Chong, Comnissioners
Federal Communications Comunission
1919 M Street. N.W_, Eighth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20054

Re: WDoeket95-92_
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Over the past two years we st WJHG-TV have besn very proud of our origination of on-air
Telsthons on behalf of the Central Pashaadle Chapter of the Amsricet Red Cross. These telethons
have raised nearly $80,000 for the Red Cross and have becosne the lesal chagter’s singls biggest
fundraising cffort. The additional fimding could not have besn more timely sinos the Red Cross has
had to help the Panhandie of Florids recover from massive flooding in the waks of Tropical Stoem
Alberto, as well as the devastation caused by Hurricane Opal

In airing these talethons we have had to pre-empt numerous hours ofastwoek (NBC) programming,
something we felt was necessary in view of the greater public service we wire performing. This is
Just one of the instances of how we serve our locsl community, & servics we fbel will be diminished
if the network-affiliate “right-to-rejoct” rules are modified. While we don’t pre-smmpt our nstwork
randomly, we do program in the public interest of our viewers, as well as reviewing whether
network programming is suitable for the community staadards of our area.

We foel strongly that rewrising actwork-affiliste rules to climinate “csooncmis presmptions™ would
result in the networks challmnging any decision on the local Jevel on ecomomio grousds. This would

severely impact our ability 10 serve the people of Northwest Flovida with the quality programming
which has become the standard for this station sinoe it went on the air.

On behalf of WIHG-TV, I urge you to retin the “right to reject” rules a8 they sre curvently

P L P -
7~ John Ray

oc: Mr. Ralph Gebbard - President, Gray Commusications Systenms; Inc. . .
Mr. Willism F. Caton - Secretary, Federal Comemmications Commiseion

- Jun-98 12:39p |
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KWTX BROADCASTING COMPANY

6700 American Plaza, Waco, TX 76712 « PO, Box 2636, Waco, TX 76702-2636 THOMAS G. PEARS

Phone 817/776-1330 » FAX 817/751-1088 I"midenl
June 3, 1996

The Hon. Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
The Hon. James H. Quello, Susan Ness

and Rachelle B. Chong, Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W,, Eighth Floor
Washington, DC 20054

Re:  Review of the Commission’s Regulations Governing Programming
Practices of Broadcast Television Networks and Affiliates
MM Docket 95-92

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am the President of two CBS affiliated stations - one in Waco, Texas and one in Bryan, Texas.
We have been network affiliastes for over forty years and we wholeheartedly endorse the network-
affiliate relationship as it now exists. However, it is our understanding that the FCC is in the
process of possibly altering its rules so that the broadcast networks could bind their affiliates to
contracts preventing so-called "economic” preemptions. Please do not make this change in the
rules.

As local broadcasters, we must be free to program our stations and not be at the mercy of the
network, We must have the option of deciding whether we will carry Dallas Cowboy pre-season
football games, or Big 12 Football, or Billy Graham Crusades, or teiethons.

Please retain the current rules that will continue to allow us to have autonomy from the networks.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

KWTX BROADCASTING COMPANY
BRAZOS BROADCASTING COMPANY

TGP/Am

KWTX AM/FM/TV KBTX TV - Brazos Broadcasting Co.
Waco, Texas Bryan, Texas

[3-Jun-96 1:03p |
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June 03, 1996

E
BY FACSIMILE :

The Hon. Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
The Hon. James . Quello, Susan Ness

and Racheile B. Chong, Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Eighth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20054

Re:  Review of the Cummission’s Regulations Governing Programming
Practices of Broadcast Television Networks and Affiliates
MM Docket 95-92

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

| am writing to you to voice my opposition to gny amendment to our current “right to reject”
clause in our network affiliation agreement. To empower networks with the ability to block any
precmption it decms economic in nature would have dire effects on our station and our
viewership.

Here is an example:  East Tennessee State University, to my knowledge, hes never benefitted
from athietic exposure on any of the major networks. However, the ETSU Bucs are very popular
with the folks here in East Tennessee and Southwest Virginia. Our viewers strongly associate
themselves with the Buccaneer athletic programs., They are not a national powerhouse and even
though they were nationally ranked in 1990 and 1991, they did not bave one game aired on a
major network. WJIHL-TV on the other hand, has preempted network programming anywhere
from two to six times every year for the last ten years to carry East Tennessee State University
games. By precmpting the network on those occasions, we achieved the following:

1. Pleased tens of thousands of sports fans by allowing them to view their favorite
local team on away games.

2. Aided the university’s athletic department in raising revenue due to televising
the games by way of sponsorships and rights fees.

3. Aided the university's recruiting efforts by enabling them to promise televised
games to players considering East Tenuessee State.

4. Increcased revenue for the station versus what we would have received from our

~ reguler network programming.

338 B Main Sweet, PO. Box 1130 * Johmson City, TN 37605-1130
Pheme (425) 9262151 © Pux (423) 4344337

Roy H. Park Brosdcasting of the Tri-Cities, Inc. ;

3-Jun-96 11:49a |
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I believe we can offer better entertainment, on occasion, than the network offers. In our recent
negotiations with the network, we agreed 10 limit our preemptions to that of previous years
which is roughly fifteen hours per year, averaged over the years. This is not a great deal of time,
but it does represeat 2 significant part of our revenues.

Again, please do not limit our ability to preempt network programming in any way.
Respectfully submitted,

74

Jack D. Dempsey
Vice President/General Manager
WIHL-TV

JDD/pb

cc: Docket File

[3-Jun-96 11:4% |
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I'n yow
Charleston/ Huntington Acnsmi'
June 3, 1996

The Hooorable Sussn Ness, Conunissioner
Federal Commnnications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Bighth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Commissioner Ness:

1 urge you to leave in piace the "rigit-to-reject” rule relating to television station affilistes of
networks. Amending that rule t0 eliminats "economic” preemptions could damage the
economic hesith of network affiliated stations.

Affilisted stations, particularly in smaller mariets, need to be able to preempt network
programming for many reasons. We, as affilistes, replace network programs from time to
time for public affirs event coverage, telethons that benefit wonderflzl causes, sporting
events of great interest to local and regionsl! viewers, and for programming that sometimes
brings much needed revenues to broadcasters.

There is a delicate balance of power that exists in stations’ dealings with networks. With the
"right-to-reject” rule, the "Nttle guy (station)” can avoid being pushed around by the bigger
force (the network). Without it, stations would lose equilibrium and, in some cases, money.

Somsetimes, "economic” pnmpﬁoummaddtohdpabultdumstahonm
visble. However, even if the concept of eliminating "economic”
umwnﬂynﬁd,lomhnﬁeuyntofnﬂuthteaﬁhcnﬁdtoobpﬁwdy
detesmine which preemptions are *economic” and which are "non-economic.” For example,
n-nypubhcamnpmmmmmd. Does that make them “economic?" Iftbeym
"economic,” douthumketh-nmyh-worﬂxy?

I urge you not to amend the "right-to-reject” rule. It continues to serve the public weil.

H
& General Manager
GHR/jir
c: Kurt Winamer
i &
555 Fifth Avenve, P. O, Dox 13, Wost Visginia 25706-0013 ¢ Tel. (304) 525-1313 ¢ Fax (304) 529-4910

A Service of Gaowsy Commwaications, Inc,

[&-Jun-96 10:14a |
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Charcstonlﬂ'uutingtou Amm.
June 3, 1996

1919 M Street, N.W., m.uhnoor
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I urge you to leave in plage the "right-to-reject” ruls relating to television station affiliates of
nstworks. Amending thet rule to eliminete "ecomomic” preamptions could damage the
economic health of network afliliated stations.

Affilisted stations, particularly in smaller mackets, need to be abls to preempt network
programming for many ressous. We, 3s afiliates, repiace network programs from time to
time for public affhirs event coverags, telethons that benefit wonderflil causes, sporting
events of great interest 10 local and regionsl viewers, and for programming thet sometimes
brings much needed revemues to broadcasters.

There is a delicate balanos of power that exists in stations’ dealings with networks. With the
*right-to-reject” rule, the “littie guy (station)" can svoid being pushed around by the bigger
force (the network). Without it, stations wouid loss equilibrium and, in some cases, mooey.

Sometimes, "economic” Mmmddtohdpaloulmmonmn
visble. However, even if the concept of eliminating "economic®
Mvﬂd,lommﬁnqﬁdﬂnhcwﬂhaﬁdmm
determine which presmpsions are "economic” and which are "non-economic.” For example,
many public afihirs progsams are sponsored. Does that make them "economic?" If they are
*economic," does that make tham any less worthy?

I urge you not to amend the "right-to-reject” rule. It contimses to serve the public well.

555 Fith Aveswe, F O. Bex 13, gron, Wast Vieginis 25706-0013 o Tal. (304) 335-1313 o Pax (304) 5294910
A Service of Geteway Commmmications, Inc.




P6-94-7396 10:D6AM

gﬁ.?ﬁﬁo?gagv gégﬁi&ggﬁogﬂ

force (the network). Without it, stations would lose equilibrium and, in some cases, money.
Sometimes, "economic” éﬁi&asgnaﬂ_gﬁggg
visble. However, even if the conoept of climinating "cconomic" preemptions was
i«iﬁ.ngiﬁwi%&ﬁ!g&fﬂgs&g&
determine which preemptions are "economic” and which are "non-economic.” For example,

g?&o?gsg Does that make them “economic?” If they are
"economic,” does that make them any less worthy?

I urge you not to amend the "right-to-reject” rule. It continues to serve the public well
_vaoo i & General Manager
GHR/jir
c: EE
335 Fifth .i....._ !I . Huatiagson, Wast Vieginia 25706-0013 ¢ Tel. (304) 525-1313 ¢ Pax (304) 529-4910

A Servics of Gaseway Comamnications, Ine.




A CBS Affitie @

Dear Commissioner Chong:

I urge you to leave in place the "right-to-reject” Ewgn to television station affiliates of
..laa.*r Amending that rule to elissinate "economic” preemptions could damage the

sgiﬁgiigtgggﬁg .

:!_?8.3._8" E_n.n.o.._ﬁrgngv can igiggﬁeﬁnﬂ.
force (the network). Without it, stations would lose equilibrium and, in some cages, money.

gag.zasgsg:oﬁ_ggg
s-zu. mq!ncn. even if the conoept of climinating "economic” presmptions was
gggﬂﬁa "economic” and which are "noa-economic." For example,
Eu&mo-guﬂoglag Docs that make them “economic?” If they are
*economic, n&gggg_‘%

Hﬁﬁégﬂognﬁz -to-reject” rule. It continues to serve the public well.
g |

Vice & General Mansger

c

55 Fith A iu an gfig o Tel. (304) 52 3 o Pax (304) 529-4910

A Service of Gatewsy Commmunications, Inc.
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BRIAN JONES
Vice PrecidentGeneral Manager

June 3, 1996

PAGE 02

TELEV IS I OM®MN

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N'W., Room 844

Washington, D.C. 20054

VIA MAIL AND FAX
Dear Commissioner Chong:

As you consider the upcoming “Right To Reject” rule as it applies to the
relationship between a brosdcast network and it’s affilistes, please understand the
importance of local television and our relationship to our home markets.

The occasional necessity of local pre-emptions is a right that we reserve with our
networks from the inception of our affiliation agreements. These pre-emptions are
used judiciously and are used for a variety of local news, sports and religious
programming.

Networks can in many ways view all pre-emptions as “economic”. The basic facts
are that we pre-empt a fraction of a percentage of the network’s programming.

The bottom line is that localism in broadcasting is the backbone of what we do.
The network is a partner and provides quality programming to our viewers here.

We respectfully ask that when you consider the “Right To Reject” rule next week,
that you leave it as it is and allow us to make the same responsible programming
decisions, right here at home, that have made us what we are.

bee: Kurt Wimmer

Covington & Burling
DALLAS Foxr WoxTH
2777 STEMMONS Fwy SUNE 1189 5233 BRIDGE STRERT
DIatas, TixAs 79207 ForT WOk, TX 76103
THELEPHONE 2146311111 Toernone 817-451-1111
FAcsIMILE 214-631-1110 PACSUIMILE 817-446-4145 AGAYLORD ENTERTAINMENT COMPANY

[4-Jun-96 9:56a |
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Brian jJonus
Vice Dresident/Cenertl Mranager

June 3, 1996

The Honorable Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.-W., Room 832
Wasghington, D.C. 20054

VIA MAIL AND FAX
Dear Commissioner Ness:

As you consider the upcoming “Right To Reject” rule as it applies to the
relationship between a broadcast network and it’s affiliates, please understand the
importance of local television and our relationship to our home markets.

The occasional necessity of local pre-emptions is a right that we reserve with our
networks from the inception of our affiliation agreements. These pre-emptions are
used judiciously and are used for a variety of local news, sports and religious

programming.

Networks can in many ways view all pre-emptions as “economic”. The basic facts
are that we pre-empt a fraction of a percentage of the network’s programming.

The bottom line is that localism in broadcasting is the backbone of what we do.
The network is a partner and provides quality programming to our viewers here.

We respectfully ask that when you consider the “Right To Reject” rule next week,
that you leave it as it is and allow us to make the same responsible programming
decisions, right here at home, that have made us what we are.

Best regards,

BJ/ck
bee: Kurt Wimmer
Covington & Burling
Drias FOoxT WoOoRTH
2777 S1imMons Fwy Surri: 1189 5233 BRIGE STReey
DAtIAS, TexAs 75207 Forr WORTH, TX 76103

THELEPOIONE 214-631-1111 TelLsPHONE 817451-1111
TACSIMILE 234-631-1110 FACSIMILE B17-446-4145 AGAYLORD ENTERTAINMENT COMPANY

TELEVI2IOMN

PAGE 83
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BRIAN JONES
Vice Presicdent/Crenernl Mnager

June 3, 1996

The Honorable James H. Quello, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW., Room 802

Washington, D.C. 20054

VIA MAIL AND FAX
Dear Commissioner Quello:

As you consider the upcoming “Right To Reject” rule as it applies to the
relationship between a broadcast network and it’s affiliates, please understand the
importance of local television and our relationship to our home markets.

The occasional necessity of local pre-emptions is a right that we reserve with our
networks from the inception of our affiliation agreements. These pre-emptions are
used judiciously and are used for a variety of local news, sports and religious
programming.

Networks can in many ways view all pre-emptions as “economic”. The bagic facts
are that we pre-empt a fraction of a percentage of the network’s programming.

The bottom line is that localism in broadcasting is the backbone of what we do.
The network is a partner and provides quality programming to our viewers here.

We respectfully ask that when you consider the “Right To Reject” rule next week,
that you leave it as it is and allow us to make the same responsible programming
decisions, right here at home, that have made us what we are.

Best regards,

TELEV IBEIONMN

PAGE 84

Brian Jones
Vice Presid: Manager
Bl/ck
bee: Kurt Wimmer
Covington & Burling
Datiay FORT WORTH
2777 STEMMONS Fwy Sune 1189 5233 BrivGe STREET
12a11A5, TEXAS 752007 Fowr WortH, TX 76103
TELEPHONE 2146311111 ‘VsLerMONe 817-451-1111
BACSIMILE 214-631-1110 FACSMmILE 817-446-4145 AGAYLORD ENTBKTAINMENT COMPANY
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BRIAN JONES
Vice President/General Manager

DAaLias

June 3, 1996

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NNW.,, Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20054

VIA MAIL AND FAX
Dear Chairman Hundt

As you consider the upcoming “Right To Reject” rule as it applies to the
relationship between a broadcast network and it’s affiliates, please understand the
importance of local television and our relationship to our home markets.

The occasional necessity of local pre-emptions is a right that we reserve with our
networks from the inception of our affiliation agreements. These pre-emptions are
used judiciously and are used for a variety of local news, sports and religious

programming.

Networks can in many ways view all pre-emptions as “economic”. The basic facts
are that we pre-empt a fraction of a percentage of the network’s programming.

The bottom line is that localism in broadcasting is the backbone of what we do.
The network is a partner and provides quality programming to our viewers here.

We respectfully ask that when you consider the “Right To Reject” rule next week,
that you leave it as it is and allow us to make the same responsible programming
decisions, right here at home, that have made us what we are.

’ Foxt WORTH

1777 STEMMONS Fyey SUITe 1189 5233 BGR STREET
DALLAS, Texas 75207 FORT Woxrw, TX 76103
TNUrPHONE 2)14-631-1111 Tererone 817-451-1111
FACSIMILE 214-631-1110 FACSIMILE 817-446-4145

TELEV I $ ©@N

PAGE 85

AGAYLORD ENTERTAINMBNT COMPANY
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302 T Ave.

P.O.Ben.?

Albsny, Qeergia 31702-0007
(812) 983-0700

FAX: (912) ¢34-0378

Key 31, 199

The Hon. Reed E. HNundt, Chsirwmen
Fedorsl Communications Commission
1919 1 Street, N.¥W., Roow B1&
Washington D.C. 20004

Re: .Reviev of the Conwmiswsion’s Regulstions i.votltni Progremmiang,
Practices of Prouadcast Television Netverks ead Affiliistes.
NR Docket 93-92.

Deay Chairmwmsn Hundt:

I am writing to ask that you retain the curreat astvork affiliste
rules and not chang® the regulations referemced above.

The United Vey of Southwvest Georgis operstee in s awell city im an
econowically-deprewsed ares of cur state. We sttemspt to reise
svrely-needed funds for & variety of humen ervice sgencies st the
lovest possible overhewed cost. We ommnot provide this mervice
efficiently if wve have to pay for advertising te get our wesssge
out. Vhile we do not engege in telethens, ve are hesvily depender
upen fres public service snnouncements. Ve reslise that this free
2ir time ig made poeeidle in part by the revenwes nade svailable ¢
our local ststions by economic preemptions of their r..p.ctivo
netvorks,

Agein, on bdehalf of the spproximately 390,000 lossl citizens vho

benefit from the eervices provided by cur I3 sewber agencive, ve
strongly ask that you retain the netverk affiliate rules nov in

place.
s:l.u7ol.y.

Vayrne Ne
Proaident and Chief
Professionsl Offiocer

cet  Docket Fille

-n

6-Jun-96 4:37p |
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May 11, 199 L
iHonorabie Rasd C. Nk, Cheivwmn

Feoderal Comnunications O ameiagion

1919 M Suest, N.W. Roum

Washingt 20054

Dear Mr. Huads:

As giggil‘.!i!ii
Genrgia we are entremely imtureviad in the current ssue Sefore the Cummission regarding

« chenge of network offfiste rules. We do not support a changs in the regulitions for the
fitkywing reasons:

rﬂl?;';iiggiii

programming This is eummtinl for organizations such s our thet depend heevily on locsl
s«:&‘&.oﬁi;’!&z“ttﬂ.i

Additiunally, 0mec neswork shows are ot in kesping with the reglens secial velues
wnd sulture  The local setion MUST retain the ability to precamyt programmming that is
c.ll-t.

!!!!! istrlsgaﬂ.lgﬁ"li
proyrams currently operated by yoverament it is oriticel that lovel natweork ofliates
remein sirong.  Funding redustions prepuesd for sosial proygrams are drastic and local
funds st be obtained. Our cuarent partnership with our loow! network sfliliviy provides
i support throught public service announcements, talk shiows and Telethon lo
the 20 progrums managed by Eamor Sesl. Over 1500 children and adults with disabilitics
wnd their families bonefies a8 a resuh.

Ploase resain the stwork aififiste ruios now in place sed allow our partaers to operare
in \he responsive, high quality fushion that has become a tredition in Albasry and
gﬂ.nﬂiﬁ
Thank you for your conideration.
Sincorely,
y a7 v
\\Ms (A \:%? /e

Beth Foylish
Eascative Director

Southwest Coovgis Fantry Senl Saciety, Ine.

1904 Patmyprn Road

; 03! Jirei-i159e
(o7 P-708 1 ~ Fax ($12) 433-6378
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ODOQUGHERTY COUNTY SCHOOL SYSTEM
P.O. BOX 1470/400 5. MONROE STHEEY
ALBDANY, GEORGIA 31702-147D

RATHRYN 9. WHEELER
EXTENDED DAY PROGAAM COORDINATON
/ (212) 4. 1200

OR. JOMN W. CULBNEATH
SUPERINTENDENT

June 3, 1996

The Hon. Reed E. Hundt, Chairmen

The Hon. James K. Quello, Susan Nees
and Rechelle B. Chong, Commigsioners

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W., EBighth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20054

Re: Reviev of the Commisaion's Regulations Governing Programming
Practices of Broadcast Television Networks and Affilistes
MM Docket 95~92

Degr Chairman Huandc and Commissioners:

WALB TV is 2 smal) local TV statiou that doss n great deml of public
service tolecasting

As one of the recipients of their generosity, I stroagly urge you
to rotain the neutwork affiliste rules now in place, o0 that this service
to the community can continue,

Kathrye ‘B. Whesler
Coordinator

KBW/£1b

pe: Jim Wilcox

Lo limmeGA L+ZPm |
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May 29, 1996

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman

The Honorable James H. Quello, Susan Ness
and Rachelle B. Chong, Commissioners

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W., Eighth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Broadcasters, especially those of us who are still owned by families whose lives have
been tied to a particular community for generations, may be the prime source of
community service among businesses in the United States. Not only do we provide
countless hours of free time for public service, we also provide live local news and
weather information, including severe storm warnings. If the networks have their way in
revising affiliation rules, our ability to serve "in the public interest" and with a local focus
will be adversely affected.

If the power to reject network programs because of content or what we consider greater
local public need is eliminated, it is the public that will suffer most.

In the past, we have rejected programs, both network and syndicated, because of content
which we believed to be unacceptable to the majority of our viewers, or because we
believed serving the local community with another program was better. That choice has
been a part of many program contracts in the past, and we believe it should remain.

We also believe interpretation of what is truly an "economic” reason for preemption of
the network cannot be made objectively by any network.

For example, we have carried a live one-hour church service from Paducah's largest
church for many years. They have their own television facilities and the live element is
vital to them. It has aired at 11 a.m. on Sundays at a moderate fee paid by the church.
Mcanwhile, network sports has increasingly encroached into the pre-noon hours over the
past several years, already causing pteemﬁ:l;ons of 12-15 weeks of programming by the
church during major playoffs or events which have large audiences.

NBC recently decided to begin its pre-game football show at 11 a.m. on Sundays, and
asked all stations to carry it. We declined, except for special occasions mentioned above.
We made that decision because there are many older or incapacitated people who rely on
that church service because they can't go to the church. On the other hand, the network
might interpret our decision as economic even though we may generate equal or better
revenue with network sports in that time period.

We also wonder about the fate of our 40-year tradition and 13-million dollars raised on
the purely local Lions Club Telethon of Stars. It preempts Saturday Night Live, Nightside,
Sunday Today, Meet the Press and occasionally part of a football game.
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Would this also preclude occasional paid preemptions for call-in programs concerning
heart disease, cancer, mental health and other important issues, sponsored by area
hospitals? Certainly, the preemption could be termed "economic” because the hospitals
do pay for the time, and are businesses. Who decides if this type of programming is
indeed a"local service which outweighs a network entertainment show and its value to the
network?

Would this also mean that our network can force us to move two teen shows back to
Saturday morning instead of being delayed to Sunday morning in order to air an hour of
local news on Saturday morning? No other station has a mid-morning newscast on
Saturday in this market. Is that an "economic” decision because the station makes money
selling advertising on the news, or is news a public service which overshadows two teen
programs on the network?

We are concerned that the concentration of power in the communications industry, which
continues in aimost geometric progression may now begin to affect the network-affiliate
relationship. That relationship, we believe, has been ed in a way which serves both
the network and the local stations/viewers better than any other communications entity.

Just as the government operates on a system of checks and balances, we believe local
stations provide a similar service to viewers.

We are proud of our network, and we do carry nearly all of the programs they offer. And,
we certainly enjoy the fruits of the very successful network efforts of recent years in
increased revenue.

However, we genuinely care for the viewers in our viewing area. We believe no one
knows better how to serve their interests than a local station which has listened to their
opinions through thousands of phone calls and letters or through live call-ins during our
news. We try to balance that with providing a good living for the families of some 100
employees.

We ask that you consider these delicate balances when you make your decision about the
network-affiliate contract rules.

Sincerely,

John Williams
Vice-President and
General Manager
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cc:  William F. Caton, Secretary (2 copies)
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
Re: MM Docket 95-92



DRAPER COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

1729 N. SALISBURY BLVD.

POST OFFICE BOX 2057

SALISBURY. MD 21802

4+10/749-1111 May 24, 1996

FAX 410-749-6098

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman

The Honorable James H. Queilo, Commissioner
The Honorable Susan Ness, Commissioner

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

1918 M Street, N.W., Eighth Floor

Washington, DC 20054

Dear Commissioners:

It has come to my attention that the Commission is debating whether or not to alter
several rules affecting the Network/Affiliate relationship.

As a small broadcaster - WBOC-TV, Salisbury, MD (#163) and KGBT-TV, Harlingen,
Texas (#107); | believe that our ability to reject network programming is essential to maintain
balance in the relationship.

In my view | see localism as the fundamental core value for a broadcaster. Along that
view | see more local programming on the horizon. At times that programming may require
preemptions which a Network doesn’t like. If we as local broadcasters are pressured by the
Networks with greater abilities than they already have; | don’t think that would be good for
the viewers, or the relationship.

Thus, | would hope that the Network/Affiliate rules could be left in tact on this issue.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

DRAREBR,COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

-~
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homas H. Draper, President
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K X11-TV

Richard D. Adams
Vice President & GM

June 3, 1996
Hon. Rachelle Chong, Commissioner Re: Net-Affiliate Right to
Federal Communications Commission Reject Rule

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Commissioner Chong:

| am proud to report to you that | am able to administer and program this
television station in a manner that is reflective of the attitudes, mores and yes,
values of a region of our country known as Texoma. This television station's

position in the communities it serves as well as the ratings it generates would
seem to validate the notion we are giving viewers in North Texas and Southern

Oklahoma much of what they want and approve of.

When viewers compiain, we listen intently; when enough viewers complain, we
act because we don't believe we are smart enough to get it right all the time.
My message is, we respond in the true sense of iocalism and in the spirit of

what was intended nearly 50 years ago when t.v. frequencies were allocated to
cities in the country.

The foregoing is lost forever if the right to reject rule is eroded or eradicated.
Moreover, television stations whose duty is to serve the (local) public interest
are hamstrung from rejecting network programs or commercials it deems
objectionable. Please, leave the right to reject rule, right where it is—in tact!
Texoma's dominant television station doesn't need to be programmed from New
York or Los Angeles.

iy,

Richard D. Adams

3-Jun-96 12:28p |
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K X11-TV

Richard D. Adams
Vice President & GM

June 3, 1986
Hon. Reed E. Hundt, Chmn. Re: Net-AfMiliate Right to
Federal Communications Commission Reject Rule

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Chairman Hundt:

| am proud to report to you that | am able to administer and program this
television station in a manner that is reflective of the attitudes, mores and yes,
values of a region of our country known as Texoma. This television station's
position in the communities it serves as well as the ratings it generates wouid
seem to validate the notion we are giving viewers in North Texas and Southern

Okiahoma much of what they want and approve of.

When viewers complain, we listen intently; when enough viewers complain, we
act because we don't believe we are smart enough to get it right all the time.
My message is, we respond in the true sense of localism and in the spirit of
what was intended nearly 50 years ago when t.v. frequencies were allocated to
cities in the country.

The foregoing is lost forever if the right to reject rule is eroded or eradicated.
Moreover, television stations whose duty is to serve the (local) public interest
are hamstrung from rejecting network programs or commercials it deems
objectionable. Please, leave the right to reject rule, right where it is—in tact!
Texoma's dominant television station doesn't need to be programmed from New
York or Los Angeles.

tully,
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K X11-TV

Richard D. Adams
Vice President & GM

June 3, 1998
Hon.James Quello, Commissioner Re: Net-Affiliate Right to
Federal Communications Commission Reject Rule

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20084

Dear Commissioner Quelio:

| am proud to report to you that | am able to administer and program this
television station in a manner that is reflective of the attitudes, mores and yes,
values of a region of our country known as Texoma. This television station's
position in the communities it serves as well as the ratings it generates would
sesm to validate the notion we are giving viewers in North Texas and Southern
Okishoma much of what they want and approve of.

When viewers compiain, we listen intently; when enough viewers complain, we
act because we don't believe we are smart enough to get it right all the time.
My message is, we respond in the true sense of localism and in the spirit of
what was intended nearly 50 years ago when t.v. frequencies were allocated to
cities in the country.

The foregoing is lost forever if the right to reject rule is eroded or eradicated.
Moreover, television stations whose duty is to serve the (local) public interest
are hamstrung from rejecting network programs or commercials it deems
objectionable. Please, leave the right to reject rule, right where it is—in tact!
Texoma's dominant television station doesn’t need to be programmed from New
York or Los Angeles.

1y,

Richard D. Adams

[3-Jun-96 12:28p |
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Richard D. Adams
Vice Presildent & GM

June 3, 1996
Hon. Susan Ness, Commissioner Re: Net-Affiliate Right to
Federal Communications Commission Reject Rule

1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Commissioner Ness:

| am proud to report to you that | am able to administer and program this
television station in a manner that is reflective of the attitudes, mores and yes,
values of a region of our country known as Texoma. This television station's
position in the communities it serves as well as the ratings it generates would
seem to validate the notion we are giving viewers in North Texas and Southern
Okishoma much of what they want and approve of.

When viewers complain, we listen intently; when enough viewers complain, we
act because we don't believe we are smart enough to get it right all the time.
My message is, we respond in the true sense of localism and in the spirit of

what was intended nearly 50 years ago when t.v. frequencies were allocated to
cities in the country.

The foregoing is loat forever if the right to reject rule is eroded or eradicated.
Moreover, television stations whoee duly is to serve the (local) public interest
are hamstrung from rejecting network programs or commercials it deems
objectionable. Please, isave the right to reject rule, right where it is—in tact!
Texoma's dominant television station doesn't need to be programmed from New
York or Los Angeles.

Richard D. Adams

-Jun-96 12:28p |
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May 28, 1998

The Hon. Reed E. Hungt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W., Room 814
Washington, DC 20054

Re: Raviaw of the Commission’s Reguiations Governing
Programming Practices of Broadeast Television
Netwearks and Affiales.

MM Dockat 95-92.

Dear Chairman Hundt

| am writing to ask that you retain the network affiiate rules and NOT changs the abo
Reguiations. WALB-TV is a small market station. We work hand o
sarvice t0 our entire viewing areq. Economic presmptions of he network oon!
greatly to our ability to provide tha more than one half million daollars annually in public

heips
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sarvice 1o our communities.
Our right t0 praempt alss uphokis a quality check on network progmmming thet
us stay consistent with LOCAL vakies and tastes. I we cannot presmpt unacceptable

netwock programming for programming more suitable to our locsl market we will be
saverely disadvantaged compared to cable and other programmers.

internal affairs of our smail station,
On behaif of the seventy six empioyess of this smeall market staien and

number of iocal public service agencies and organizations we try 10 assist, we strongly
ask that you retain the network affiiate rules now in place,

Y, %
Jare L. Pigue

President and General Manager
cc: Docket Flle

power will shift inescapably to the network if it is given this amount of control
the
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